METHODOLOGICAL STRATEGIES AND CHALLENGES FOR EVALUATING PARTICIPANT VIEWS ON DEMENTIA RESEARCH RECRUITMENT
There is an urgent need to expand enrollment in clinical Alzheimer's disease (AD) research. Current recruitment methods for AD research predominantly identify patients from primary/specialty clinic settings, potentially creating barriers for individuals unconnected to care. In response to these challenges, the 2018 National Strategy for Research Recruitment and Participation has called for the development of an applied science of recruitment to inform best strategies. However, progress in this area is hindered by methodological challenges to accurately measure AD patient/caregiver participant views on research participation. The objective of this presentation is to report methodological strategies developed to during a prospective qualitative study to investigate AD patient/caregiver views on acute care research recruitment and participation. Participants included patients with dementia (N=2) who had recently been hospitalized and/ or their informal caregivers (N=15). We engaged in iterative development and revision of data collection approaches (i.e. semi-structured questions, audiovisual tools, interview guidance) through collaboration with a Community Advisory Board (CAB). Detailed memos were generated to document interview-related challenges, successes and revisions. Therapeutic misconception in delineating research from clinical care was common during interviews regardless of prior research participation. Interview strategies that focus on lived experiences, remove ambiguity from hypothetical recruitment scenarios, and incorporate supportive visual tools that clarify processes around recruitment improved data collection. Challenges included the lack of a common, shared language around recruitment, which was addressed through CAB guidance and input. In conclusion, thoughtful collaboration with community/lay advisers can successfully inform and data collection methods used in applied recruitment research. China's aging situation is becoming more and more prominent, and both the people and the government are facing unprecedented pressure of providing for the aged. For this reason, the Chinese government began implementing a new family planning policy for couples to have two children since 2016 (referred to as "universal two-child policy"). In order to explore the impact of the newly released policy, our research is based on the sixth census of China. And first, we use the cohort-component method and a Leslie matrix to construct the population prediction model. Considering some certain unique factors in China, such as the significant urban-rural dual structure and the household registration system and so on, we divide the total fertility rate into urban and rural areas which fully reflects the characteristics of China's family planning policy. Then we predict and analyze the number and structure of China population between 2011 and 2050 based on the three scenarios of high, medium and low. And the results show that the Chinese population will present an inverted pyramid structure, and the population structure will continue to deteriorate. Besides, we adapt three indicators to analyze the aging trend in China, namely, the old-age coefficient, the population aging index, and the social dependency ratio. And the three indicators of China will continue to grow under the universal two-child policy with different changing rate, which means, the newly released policy will not change China's aging population growth trend and the severity of China's aging. In qualitative research, similarities and differences between the participant and researcher influence the research process and dynamics. Specifically, the age difference between older participants and relatively younger qualitative researchers is a common, but under-examined dynamic requiring nuanced, reflexive analysis. Using a life course
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